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ABSTRACT 

The 1980-81 Austin Independent School District Title 
I Migrant Prcgram for current and *;ormer migrant children operates at 
preschool through high school levels en an increased budget of 
$1,025,358 and centers around sturlent recruitment and parent 
participation, a pre-K through high school instructional program, and 
health and clothing support services. Program evaluation will involve 
two major activities. The final report summary with its final 
technical report will provide decision information regarding the 
continuance, modification, or deletion of the program's instructional 
and other components. The annual evaluation report for the Texas 
Education Agency will document the achievement of program objectives. 
Both activities require detailed needs assessment, process, and 
outcome data from numerous sources. Information needs and sources are 
cress referenced in detail. A complete information dissemination 
schedule and an evaluation time resources allocation plan are 
included. (SE) 
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PROGRAM STAFF 



The following Austin Independent School District staff members are 
responsible for the implementation of the Title I Migrant Program. 



Oscar Cantu 

Title I/Title I Migrant Administrator 
Jose Mata 

Migrant Coordinator 

Kathleen Bryan, R. N. 
Family Nurse Practitioner 

Alicia Talamantez 

Migrant Parent Involvement Specialist 

Timy Baranoff , Ph. D 

Early Childhood Coordinator 
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EVALUATION DESIGN REVIEW FORM 



The following persons have been provided an opportunity to review and to 
make comments on pertinent sections of this design: 



John Ell.:.s r Ph.D. 
Superintendent 

Mike Lehr 

Administrative Assistant 
to the Superintendent 

Mauro Reyna 

Assistant Superintendent, 

Division of Educational Development 

Lawrence Buford 

Director, Secondary Education 

Roberta Hartung 

Acting Director, Elementary Education 
Kay Killough 

Assistant Superintendent, 
Division of Instructional Services 

Hobart Gaines, Ph.D. 
Assistant Superintendent, 
Division of Human Resources 

James Jeffrey, Ph.D. 

Assistant Superintendent, 

Division of Planning and Management 



Lee Laws 
Director, 

Department of Developmental Programs 

Oscar Cantu 

Administrator, 

Title I/Title I Migrant 

Jose Mata 
Coordinator, 
Title I Migrant 

Kathleen Bryan,. R. N. 
Title I Migrant 

Alicia Talatnantez, 

Parent Involvement Specialist 

Title I/Title I Migrant 

Ann Cunningham, 

Title I Reading Supervisor 

Timy Baranoff, Ph.D. 
Coordinator, 

Early Childhood Education 

Districtwide Parental Advisory 
Council Evaluation Subcommittee 

Principals with a Migrant Teacher 



ERLC 



80,02 1 1 " 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 



The Title I Migrant Program is a rapidly growing, federally funded project 
in the Austin Independent School District. It is designed to meet the 
unique needs of the District's migrant students. Funds to aid in the educa- 
tion of migrant students are made available to the states based on the 
number of students who are identified within each state. The Texas Education 
Agency then allocates the Texas funds to local districts based on district need 
and program quality. Both currently migratory and formerly migratory children 
may be served by the Migrant Program. A currently migratory child is one (a) 
whose parent or guardian is a migratory agricultural worker or migratory fisher, 
and (b) who has moved within the past 12 months from one school district to 
another to enable the child, the child's guardian, or a membar of the child's 
immediate family to obtain temporary or seasonal employment in an agricultural 
or fishing activity. The term "agricultural activity 11 means "any activity 
related to crop production (including the preparation of soil and the storing, 
curing, canning, or freezing of crops); any activity related to the production 
and processing of milk, poultry, and livestock (for human consumption); and any 
operation involved in forest nurseries and fish farms. 11 Students retain their 
currently migratory status for "one year following their arrival in the school 
district. Students who remain in the district following their year of current 
eligibility are considered formerly migratory students (with the concurrence of 
the parents) for a period of five years. Currently and formerly migratory 
students are eligible for the same program services. 

The level of funding for the Migrant Program in 1979-80 was $845,745. For the 
1980-81 school year, the funding level has risen to $1,025, 358 * 

The activities of the Migrant Program are centered around: 

• recruitment of students and parental involvement 

• an instructional program for pre-kindergarten through 
high school students 

• health and clothing support services 
Recruitment and Parental Involvement 

In order to be eligible for the services provided by the Migrant Program, the 
parents (^guardians) of the student have to complete a Certificate of Eligibility/ 
Identification. In signing this form, the parents certify that their children 
meet the definition of migrant students. Students who are already certified 
with an Eligibility/Identification Form on file are eligible for services as 
formerly migratory students without filing another form. Using the previous 
year's list of migrant students and other community and school contacts, the 
Parental Involvement Specialist and the community representatives begin making 
home visits to register currently migratory students prior to the beginning of 
the school year. These home visits continue throughout the year as new migrant 
students are located and identified. When the Eligibility/Identification Forms 
are completed, they are sent by the MSRTS clerk to the Region XIII Education 
Service Center for entry into the MSRTS data bank in Little Rock, Arkansas. 
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The Migrant Program is also required by federal guidelines to establish 
Parent Advisory Councils (PACs) at each local campus with a Migrant 
teacher and for the District as a whole. The PACs provide the parents of 
migrant students and other community members with an opportunity to learn 
more about the Migrant Program. PACs also allow parents to advise the 
District in its operation of the Migrant Program and its planning for future 
Migrant activities. The establishing of the Districtwide and local PACs is 
the responsibility of the Austin Independent School District, the Depart- 
ment of Developmental Programs, and the Parental Involvement Office. 

Pre-Kindergarten : The Migrant Program has nine pre-kindergarten classes. 
The pre-kindergarten program is for students who are four years old as ol 
September 1, 1980. For 1980-81, two of the classes are funded fifty percent 
by Title I Migrant and fifty percent by Title I. These two split-funded 
classes are at Rosewood and Ridgetop. The other classes are located at 
Allison, Brooke, Dawson, Meiiz, Ortega, Sanchez, and St. Elmo. Each of the 
nine classes has a teacher and instructional aide. All of the classes 
except for the one at Metz have a part-time student aide who is ma^e avail- 
able through the local Home Economics Cooperative Education Program (HECE) . 
The 1980-81 school year represents a transition year for curriculum. The 
bilingual curriculum developed by "outhwest Educational Development Labora- 
tory which was used in past years is being replaced by the AISD pre-kinder- 
garten curriculum. The teachers may still use some of the bilingual 
curriculum materials to supplement the AISD curricula. Pre-K classes at 
Metz, Brooke, and Dawson are hou.ved in portable buildings built with ESEA 
Title I Migrant funds. 

Grades K-6 : The Migrant Program funds seven teachers for K-6 students. The 
Migrant teachers serve the lolloping campuses: Allan (Grades 1-3), Becker 
(Grades K-6), Brooke (Gramas K, 4-6), Dawson (Grades K-6), Govalle (Grades K-3), 
Highland Park (Grades 1-3), and Webb (Grades 4-6). Due to desegregation, 
Migrant students are more scattered throughout the District than previously. 
They are also frequently not always in Title I schools (as generally the case 
in the past). The instructional emphasis will be a supplementary Ora? /Written 
Communication Skills program in coordination with the regular instructional 
program. 

Grades 7-12 : There are six te<? criers funded by Title I Migrant at the secondary 
level. A teacher is located at each of the following campuses: Fulmore Junior 
High, Martin Junior High, 0 f Henry Junior High, Anderson High School, Johnston 
High School, and Travis High School. The instructional emphasis at Grades 7-12 
will be Communication Skills. 

Migrant students who attend campuses without a Migrant teacher may be served 
by other compensatory programs. 

Health an -1 Jlothing Services : 

The Migrant Program provides; health and clothing benefits to migrant students 
who arc in need of them. 7:c receive these benefits, the migrant students must 
mc*et the low-income criterion (be eligible for the free or reduced lunch pro- 
gram). The Family Nurse Practitioner employed by the Migrant Program screens 
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and examines migrant students and makes referrals to physicians and dentists 
as needed. Funds from the Migrant Program are used to purchase glasses or 
to pay medical, dental, or lab fees when other resources are not available. 

Clothing requests are initiated by the teachers and then signed by the school 
principals. The requests are then processed by the Parental Involvement 
Office, If a need is indicated and cannot be met through other community 
resources, the community representatives are responsible for purchasing and 
delivering the clothing. 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY 



The evaluation of the Migrant Program for 1980-81 focuses on the production 
of two major reports: 

• The production of a Final Report Summary and its related 
Final Technical Report which present information relevant 
to the decision questions outlined in this document; and 

• The production of an Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas 
Education Agency (TEA) which documents the extent to which 
program objectives have been achieved. 

These activities require the collection of needs assessment, process, and 
outcome data. 

Needs assessment data- will be gathered in order to determine the number of 
students eligible for Migrant Program services, their locations, and their 
achievement levels . 

Process data will be used to analyze the extent and efficiency with which 
program components have been implemented. Data in this category include 
interviews with the Migrant staff (Coordinator, Nurse, teachers, etc.); 
classroom observations; and analyses of PAC records, health services 
records, and clothing records. 

Outcome data will indicate the extent to which the Migrant Program has had 
an impact on the achievement of migrant students. Among the measures will 
be the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, the California Achievement Tests, the 
Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, and the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test. 
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III A 

DECISION QUESTIONS ADDRESSED 



Program Questions 

Dl. Should the Pre-K Instructional Component be continued as it is, modified, 
or deleted? 

D2. Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Communication Skills) be con- 
tinued as it is, modified, or deleted? 

D3. Should the Health Services Component be continued as it is, modified, 
or deleted? 

D4. Should the Parental Involvement Component be continued as it is, modified, 
or deleted? 

D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued as it is, modified, or deleted? 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS « OBJECTIVES 




1)1, Miimlil 1:1m i>rH liiiitciiotlnnnl 
c(iiii|iniiMiit liti miitUiiiiwI mi It In, 
iiHHlllldil, or ilnlntmll 

4 


Minimi nil 
hp), 1111 


Jiiiiiinry mill 
July, \m 


DHi Hnn tlm luililfwwiit #c- 
tlvflN m>H 

1)1^2. Ilnw ill) tliP pre/poHttuul 
lliilnn nwdfl liy lliti uilpit 
prH fttwlMili mi Hid 
Nhmly No turn Vooiilniliiry 
'font coipri with tlm piW 
pouttpot raImi iwulfl liy l;lw 
TUU I |iru-K f)l;n(loiitn1 

Dl«}, How nmuy pro-K iitudonU did 
HlgrnnUtuaclKU'i] norvu? 

a) UliAt ntiinbur and percent 
of eligible pre-K Htr 
doiits received uorvkoH 
from a Hlpnt tonchur? 

b) Uliat waH tlio nvurnga 
number of pro-K uttuiantu 
seen daily by a Migrant 
teacher during ouch alx- 
week period? 

c) What was the average 
number of pre-K AtudontB 
served by a Migrant 
teacher during each nix- 
weeks period? 


n) FwiInkIy PliHurn Vwnlmliim 
'font 

a) Nlwily I'lehiw Vunilmliiiy 
"fiitit 

a) Hlpit Student All tnuhmru 
Fori 

a) Migrant Student Attundance 
Form 

a) HI grant Student Attendance 
Form 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 1 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS A OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 








Dl-3, (continued) 










d) What was the overage 
number of days of 
Instruction received 
bv Drc-K students 
during each six-weeks 
period? 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 








Dl-4, How successful was the 
imn I eme tit a Hnn nf Mip 

pre-K component? 










a) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by the 

MIcrAiit teflrhpffl in Hip 

lugiam LvuuicLO ill LUC 

fall of 1980? 


a) Migrant Teacher Interview, 
Fall 








b) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by the 

Hitrant (InnrdinalTir In 

the fall of 1980? 


a) Migrant Coordinator interview, 
Fall 








c) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by the 
Early Childhood Coordina- 
tor in the fall of 1980? 


a) Early Childhood Coordinator 
Interview, Fall 








d) Were t concerns resolved by 
the end. of the year? 
How? Were additional 
strengths noted? 


a) Mlcrant Tearlmr Oiiestlonnalre 

b) Migrant Coordinator Interview, 
Spring 

c) Early Childhoood Coordinator 
Interview, Spring 
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DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE 
NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



Dl-5. How did the Implementation 
of the Migrant and Title I 
Early Childhood Programs 
compare In terms of time 
spent In Instruction, 
curriculum use, average 
group size, amount of time 
spent with the teacher, etc? 

Dl-6. How was the AISD Early 
Childhood curriculum 
accepted by the Migrant 
pre-K teachers7 How does 
this compare with Title 1 
pre-K teacliers7 

Dl-7. What supervision concerns 
were ldentlfled/rcsolved 
during 1980-B1 7 

a) In the fall of 1980, were 
the Migrant pre-K teachers 
able to clearly Identify 
their supervisors and 
describe the respective 
responsibilities of each? 

b) Were the expectations of 
the Migrant pre-K teachers 
with regard to supervi- 
sion fulfilled during the 
1980-81 school year7 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) Pre-Kindergarten Observa- 
tions 



a) Levels of Use Interview 



a) Migrant Teacher Interview, 

b) Migrant CoordlnnLor Interview, 
Fall 

c) Early Childhood Coordinator 
Interview, Fall 



a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

b) Migrant Coordin.-iLor Interview, 
Spring 

c) Early Childhood Coordinator 
Interview, Spring 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 
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DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE 
NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



DM, In what staff development 
activities did Migrant 
pre-K teachers participate? 
Who sponsored sessions 
attended by the teachers? 

Dl-9. Hliat have been the long- 
term effects of partici- 
pation in the Migrant 
Pre-K component? 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) Migrant Teacher Interview, 
Fall 

b) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire, 
Spring 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



m. ia^ A ■ .am*, a ,a*k a ■ A rt a m Ah M A ifl » a 

DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 


DATE 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


DATE 

wry i !■ 


NEEDED 


QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 




D2, Should the K-*!! Instructional 


February and 


January and 


D2-1, Here the achievement 




Cnmoonent (Commuu^ cat loin Skill Bl 

uuhiw vii vH w y Mini* lumu'i ^ j 


August, 1981 


My, 1981 


objectives met? 




be continued as It Ls> modified, 








a) Bochm 


or deleted? 






a) Kindergarten 








b) Grade 1 


M HPT 










ITBS 








c) Grades 2 - 6 


c) CAT ?o 










ITBS 








i\ n .1 » 1 0 

d) Grades / - 8 


A\ PAT - 

d] CATyg 










ITBS 








e) Grades 9 - 12 


e) CAT 78 










STEP 








HI 1 ll-.ii hi^nti AtoM^ln V 10 ml ft V rt fi ^ 

vl m L How many graue u-u migrant 










students did Migrant teach- 










ers serve? 










a) What number and percent 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 








of eligible H2 students 










received services rrom o 










Migrant teacher? 










b) What was the average 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 








number of K-12 students 










seen daily by a Migrant 










teacher during each six- 










weeks period? 










c) What was the average 


d) Migrant Student Attendance Form 








number of days of 










instruction received by 










H2 students during 






t 




each six-weeks period? 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 
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DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE 
NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



i) What was the average 
number of days of 
instruction received 
by K-12 students during 
each six-weeks period? 



D2-3, 



How did the total number of 
days of instruction compare 
(by grade level) for stu- 
dents scoring at the A 
achievement level (achieve- 
ment test score is at or 
above the District median*), 
B achievement level 
(achievement test score is 
.01 to 1 year below the 
District median*), and C 
achievement level (achieve' 
ment teBt score is 1,01 or 
more years below the Dis- 
trict median*)? How did 
the number of days of in- 
struction during each six- 
weeks compare? 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 



) Migrant S'udent Attendance Form 

b) Boehm 

c) MM 

d) ITflS 

e) STEP 



*Where the District medianls not 
available, a national median will be used, 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 








D2-4* What number and percent of 
the students eligible for 
Migrant services received 
supplementary reading In- 
struction from another 
source? 


a) Student Master Pile 

b) Migrant Student Master File 








D2-5. How successful was the 
implementation of the K-12 
component? 










a) What concerns/strengths 
were Identified by 
Migrant teachers in the 
fall of 1980? 


a) Migrant Teacher Interview, Fall 


* 






b) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by the 
Migrant Coordinator in 
the fall of 1980? 


a) Migrant Coordinator Interview, 
Fall 








c) Were concerns resolved 
by the end of the year/ 
How? Were additional 
strengths noted? 


a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

b) Migrant Coordinator interview, 
Spring 








D2-6. What supervision diffi- 
culties, if any, were 
identified/resolved during 
1980-81? 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE 
NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 

1)2-6, (continued) 

a) In the fall of 1980, were 
Che Migrant K-12 teachers 
able to clearly Identify 
their supervisors and 
describe the respective 
supervisory responsibili- 
ties of each? 

b) Here the expectations of 
the Hlgrant K-12 teachers 
with regard to supervision 
fulfilled during the I960 
81 school year? 

D2*7. In what staff development 
activities did Hlgrant H2 
teachers participate? Vlio 
sponsored sessions attended 
by the teachers? 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) Hlgrant Teacher Interview, Fall 

b) Hlgrant Coordinator Interview, 
Fall 



a) Hlgrant Teacher Questionnaire, 
Spring 

b) Hlgrant Coordinator Interview, 
Spring 

a) Hlgrant Teacher Interview, Fall 

b) Hlgrant Teacher Questionnaire, 
Spring 



25 



9 

ERIC 




26 




DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



tCISION QUESTION 


DECISION 


HATE 

DAI t 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 


INFORMATION SOURCES 




DATE 


NEEDED 

■ « mm mm m& mm m& 


QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 








lid the Health Services Com- 


February and 


January and 


D3-1. 


Were the component's 




Health Services Form 




:nt be continued as it is, 


August, 19B1 


July, 1981 




objectives met? 


M 
u l 


Medical Expenses form 




Lfied, or deleted? 






















D3-2. 


How many Migrant students 


a\ 
a i 


Health Services Form 












(by grade) were served by 


b) 


Medical Expenses Form 












the Migrant Nurse? 


















a) 


Health Services Form 










D3-3. 


What services did migrant 


b) 


Medical Expenses Form 












students receive? 














D3-4.' 


What follow-up activities 


a) 


Migrant Nuise Interview, 


Fall 










were conducted by the Migrant 


b) 


Migrant Nurse Interview, 


Spring 










Nurse? 














D3-5. 


Were any problems encountered 


a) 


Migrant Nurse Interview, 


Fall 










in the implementation of the 


b) 


Migrant Nurse Interview, 


Spring 










Health Services Component? 


c) 


Migrant Teacher Interview, Fall 












d) 


Migrant Teacher Questionnaire, 














Spring 




d the Parental Involvement 


February and 


January and 


M-l. 


Were the component's objec- 


a) 


Local PAC Data: Agenda, 




ment be continued as it is, 


August, 1981 


July, 1981 




tives met? 




Minutes, Rosters 




'led, or deleted? 








a) Local TAC's 


b) 


Districtwide PAC Data: 












b) Districtwide PAC 




Agenda, Minutes, Rosters 












c) Home Visits 


c) 


Parental Involvement Specialist 










d) Parent Training 




Community Representative 


inter- 










e) Clothing Services 




views 














d) 


Clothing Requests Form 














e) 


Clothing Purchases Form 
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DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 








04-2. How many Distrlctwide and 
Local PAC meetings were 
held between August 1, 1980 
and April 30, 19B0? 


a) Diatrlctwide PAC Attendance 
Form 

b) Local PAC Attendance Forms 

4 








M-3. Did migrant students who 
received clothing attend 
school more than migrant 
students who did not receive 
clothing? 


a) Clothing Purchases Form 

b) District Attendance Records 

c) Migrant Student Attendance Form 








DM. Did more Migrant parents 
attend Local and District- 
wide PAC meetings during 
1979-80 than they did during 
1978-79? 


a) Local and Distrktvide PAC Data 








M-5, Here any problems encoun- 
tered in the implementation 
of the Parental Involvement 
Component? 


a) Migrant Coordinator Interview, 
Fall 

b) Migrant Coordinator Interview, 
Spring 

c) Migrant Teacher Interview, Fall 

d) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire, 
Spring 

e) Parental Involvement Specialist 
and Community Representative 
Interview 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW I 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


D5, Should the MSRTS Component he con- 
tinued afl It ls t modified, or 
deleted? 


February and 
August, 1981 


January and 
July, 19B1 


D5-1* Here the component's objec- 
tives met? 

D5-2. Here any problems encount- 
ered with the implementa- 
tion of the MSRTS Component? 

D5-3. Has Information on the MSRTS 
system updated within appro- 
priate timelines? Has the 
information on the MSRTS 
system readily retrievable? 
Has the information of the 
MSRTS system accurate? 

D5-4. Hliat are the costs of the 
MSRTS component to A.LS.D. 
in comparison to the bene- 
fits of the system to 
M.S.M 

D5-5. Hhat are other districts 1 
experiences with the MSRTS 
Component? 


a) MSRTS records 

b) Migrant Coordlnator/MSRTS Clerk 
Interview, Fall 

c) Migrant Coordinator/UMTS Clerk 
Interview, Spring 

a) Migrant Coordinator/HSHTS Clerk 
Interview, Fall 

b) Migrant Coordlnator/MSRTS Clerk 
Interview, Spring 

c) Migrant Teacher Interview, Fall 

d) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire. 
Spring 

a) MSRTS records (spot checks 
throughout year) 

a) Migrant Coordlnator/MSRTS 
Clerk Interview, Fall 

b) Migrant Coordlnator/MSRTS 
Clerk Interview, Spring 

c) MSRTS Records 

d) Migrant Teacher Interview, Fall 

e) Migrant Teacher questionnaire, 
Spring 

a) MSRTS (|uestioim.ilre 
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IV A 



INFORMATION NEEDS 



A. Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas Education Agency, Summer Term , 
1980 - Addendum 

11. How many migrant students were served by instructional and/or 
support components of the Migrant Program (by grade and ethnicity) 
during the summer term? 

12. To what extent have the objectives been attained? 

B. Needs Assessment Document 

13. How many migrant students will be enrolled in each school (by grade) 
in the 1981-82 academic year? 

14. What is the achievement level of the migrant students by school and 
by grade? How many students at each grade level are at the A achieve- 
ment Level (achievement test score is at or above the District 
median*), B achievement level (achievement test score is .01 to 1 
year below the District median*) , and C achievement level (achieve- 
ment test score is 1.01 or more years below the District median*)? 
How do they compare with the District average? 

15. What compensatory programs serve migrant students at each grade for 
each school; how many migrant students are served by each? 

16. What health and clothing needs have been identified for the migrant 
students? 



1981-82 Title I Migrant Application to the Texas Education Agency 

17. How will the objectives in each of the components be evaluated? 

18. What are the proposed objectives for the 1981-82 evaluation com- 
ponent? 

19* What is the proposed budget for the 1981-82 evaluation component? 



*Where the District median is not available, a national median will 
be used. 



3. 



O 19 

ERLC 



IV A 



INFORMATION NEEDS 



D. 1980-81 Annual Report to the Texas Education Agency 

110. How many migrant students (total) participated in instructional 
components funded by Title I Migrant during 1980-81? 

111. How many migrant students participated in support components funded 
by Title I Migrant during 1980-81? 

112. How many migrant students were served by instructional and/or 
support components of the Migrant Program (by grade and ethnicity) 
during 1980-81? 

114. How many students (by grade and by ethnicity) were involved in each 
instructional component? 

115. How many students received medical care provided through Migrant 
funds? 

116. How many students received dental care provided through Migrant icvnds? 

117. How many migrant students were pre- and posttested (by grade level)? 

118. What was the pretest normal curve equivalent mean score average (by 
grade level) for the migrant students pre- and posttested? 

119. What was the posttest normal curve equivalent mean score aver (* y 
grade level) for the migrant students pre- and posttested? 

120. What was the average normal curve equivalent gain (by grade level) 
for the migrant students pre- and posttested? 



34 
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IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



o 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


nnual Evaluation Report for the Texas 








ducation Agency, Summer Term, 1980 - 








A A annum 








1. How many migrant students were 


8-15-80 


a) 


Migrant btuaent Master rue 


served by instructional and/or 


11-30-80 


b) 


Health Services rorm 


oimn H r% r\ it\t\ Anon f\ r t*r\o Ml n^nnl 1 

support components or cne rugranc 




c) 


Medical Expenses Form 


iLUgLaHl \uy gtdllc i dull cLUllJ.LJ.Lyy 




d) 


bummer benool Kosters 


UULXLlg LUc aUIIUUcL LcLUll 








L% 111 WnaL cALcllL Have LUc UUJcLLIVco 


R-1 S-flfl 

O LJ OU 


a) 


Health Services Form 


Deen at-camea s 


i i -in- fin 

11 JU OU 


k\ 

t>) 


Medical Expenses Form 






c) 


bummer bcnooi braae reports grades y-iz; 






d) 


Iowa lests or basic bkills grades l-oj 


aonc Accoccmonl* Tinniirnpnt* 
ccUa nsacaalllcLlL UULUmcllL 








*\ Hnu manv mipTant* Qt*uHpnt*Q U"I11 bp 

J. 11UW lUQllJr HlAt L Oil l» a LUUCLlLa Will l/c 


2-1-81 


a) 


Migrant Student Master File 


enrolled in each school (by grade) 








in the 1981-82 academic year? 








4. What is the achievement level of the 


2-1-81 


a) 


Migrant Student Master File 


migrant students by school and by 




b) 


Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 


grade? How many students at each 




c) 


Boehm 


grade level are at the Achievement 




d) 


Metropolitan Readiness Tests 


Level (achievement test score is 




e) 


California Achievement Tests (1970) 


at or above the District median*), 




f) 


Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 


B achievement level (achievement 




8) 


California Achievement Tests (1978) 


test score is .01 to 1 year below 




h) 


Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 


the District median*), and C 








achievement level (achievement test 








score is 1.01 or more years below 








the District median*)? How do they 








compare with the District average? 









Where the District median is not 

available, a national median will be used. r. n 
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IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED , 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


B. Needs Assessment Document (con't.) 






15, What compensatory programs serve 
migrant students at each grade for 
each school; how many migrant stu- 
dents are served by each? 


2-1-81 


a) Student Master File 


16. What health and clothing needs have 
been identified for the migrant 
students? 


2-1-81 


a) Health Services Form 

b) Medical Expenses Form 

c) Clothing Purchases Form 


C. 1981-82 Title I Migrant Application 
to the Texas Education Agency 






17.. How will the objectives in each 
of the components be evaluated? 


2-10-81 


a) 1981-82 Title I Migrant Application Draft 


t Cl » rt 1 111! 

18. What are the proposed objectives 
for the 1981-82 evaluation com- 
ponent? 


2-10-81 


a) 1981-82 Title I Migrant Application Draft 


19. What is the proposed budget for 
the 1981-82 evaluation component? 


2-10-81 


a) 1981-82 Title I Migrant Application Draft 


D. 1980-81 Annual Report to the Texas 
Education Agency 






110. How many migrant students (total) 
participated in instructional 
components funded by Title 1 Migrant 
during 1980-81? 


7-1-81 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 



% — jir 
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IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


D, 1980-81 Annual Report to the Texas 
Education Agency (con't.) 






111. How many migrant students partici- 
pated in support components funded 
by Title I Migrant during 1980-81? 


7-1-81 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 


112. How many migrant students were 
served by instructional and/or 
support components of the Mierant 
Program (by grade and ethnicity) 
during 1980-81? 


7-1-81 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 

b) Health Services Form 

c) Medical Expenses Form 

d) Clothing Purchases Form 


113. How manv oarents were involved In 
each component? 


7-1-81 


a\ Mlpfanf *ihirlpr^ Affpnrlanpp Fnrm 

b) PAC Rosters 


114. How many students (by grade and by 
ethnicity) were involved in each 
instructional component? 


7-1-81 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 


115, How many students received medical 
care provided through Migrant 
funds? 


7-1-81 


a) Medical Expenses Form 


116. How many students received dental 
care provided through Migrant funds? 


7-1-81 


a) Medical Expenses Form 



IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


D. 1980-81 Annual Evaluation Report to 
the Texas Education Agency (con't.) 






117. 


How many migrant students were pre- 
and posttested (by grade level)? 


7-1-81 


a) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, October, 1980 
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, April, 1981 

b) Boehm, September, 1980 
Boehm, February, 1981 

c) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, April, 1980 

or California Achievement Tests, October-Dec, 1980 
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, April, 1981 

d) California Achievement Tests(1970), March, 1980 
or California Achievement Tests(1978), October- 
December, 1980 

California Achievement Tests(1978), March, 1981 


118. 


What was the pretest normal curve 
equivalent mean score average (by 
grade level) for the migrant stu- 
dents pre- and posttested? 


7-1-81 


a) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 

b) Boehm 

c) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

d) California Achievement Tests (1970) 

e) California Achievement Tests (1978) 


119. 


What was the posttest normal curve 
equivalent mean score average (by 
grade level) for the migrant 
students pre- and posttested? 


7-1-81 


a) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 

b) Boehm 

c) Iowa Test of Basic Skills 

qj laiiiornia AcnievcHieuL iesis (iy/uj 
e) California Achievement Tests (1978) 



IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


D. 1980-81 Annual Evaluation Report to 
the Texas Education Agency (con't.) 

120, What was the average normal curve 
equivalent gain (by grade level) 
for the migrant students pre- 
and posttested? 


7-1-81 


a) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 

b) Boehm 

c) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

d) California Achievement Tests (1970) 

e) California Achievement Tests (1978) 
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V 

DISSEMINATION 



INFORMATION 



DISSEMINATION 
FORMAT 



DATE 



PERSONS 
RECEIVING 



Evaluation Findings for 
1979-80 



Summer School Evaluation, 1980 



Evaluation Design, 1980-81 



Interim Findings 



ERIC 



a) Final Techni- 
cal Report 



b) Final Report 
Summary 



c) Texas Educa- 
tion Agency 
Final Report 

d) Evaluation 
Findings 
Brochure 



a) Summer School 
Report to 
Texas Educa- 
tion Agency 

a) Outline of 
evaluation 
questions and 
data to be 
collected 

a) Needs Assess- 
ment Document/ 
Program Appli- 
cation 

b) Informative 
memos 



August, 
1980 



Augus t , 
1980 



August 15, 
1980 



October, 
1980 



August 15, 

1980 
November, 

1980 

October, 
1980 



February, 
1981 



As appro- 
priate 

throughout 
school year 
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School Board, 
Developmental 
Programs Staff , 
Migrant Staff at 
Texas Education 
Agency 

School Board, 
Developmental 
Programs Staff, 
Migrant Staff at 
Texas Education 
Agency 

Texas Education 
Agency Migrant 
Staff 

Districtwide PAC, 
Local PACs, 
Developmental 
Programs Staff, 
Migrant teachers 
and their princi- 
pals 

Texas Education 
Agency Migrant 
Staff 



Interested AISD 
staff including 
Dept. of Dev. 
Programs Staff 



Dept. of Dev. 
Programs Staff and 
Program Staff 



Dept. of Dev. 
Frograms Staff and 

Program Staff 




INFORMATION SOURCES I 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVALQUES, 
REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 


1. 


Peabody Picture 
Vocabulary Test 


Migrant pre-kindergarten 
students 


1)1-1, DM, Ik, 
117, 118, 119, no 


October, 1980 
April, 1981 


Analysis of covarlance 
Other analyses to be 
determined* Some gains 
comparisons vith Title I 
pre-K students. 


Test individually admin- 
istered to each migrant 
pre-K student t 


2. 


Boehm Test 


Migrant kindergarten 
students 


D2-1, D2-3, Ik, 
117, 118, 119, 120 


September, 1980 
February, 1981 


Frequency distribution 
Some gains comparisons 
with Title I kindergarten 
students. Other analyses 
to be determined. 


Data collected by System- 
wide Testing 


3. 


Metropolitan Readiness 
Tests 


Migrant first-grade 
students 


D2-1, D2-3, l-k 


September, 1980 


Frequency distribution 
Other analyses to be 
determined. 


Data collected by System- 
wide Testing 




Iowa Testa of Bask 
Skills 


Migrant first through 
eighth graders 


1)2-1, D2-3, 12, Ik 
117, 118, 119, 120 


Feb., 1981 
(Grades 7-8) 
April, 1981 
(Grades 1-6) 


Frequency distribution of 
gains (pre and post). A 
variety of other analysis 
techniques will be used* 


Data collected by System- 
wide Testing 


5. 


California Achievement 
Tests (1970) 


Migrant students in grades 
2 * 6 served by a Migrant 
teacher who did not have 
an achievement test score 
from the spring of 1980 - 
pretest makeups. 


D2-1, D2-3, W, 
117, 118, 119,120 


October - 
December, 1980 


Conversion to I.T.B.S. 
scores via the A.I.S.D. 
ITBS-CATjq Equating study 
to be used in the gains 
comparisons on the Iowa 
Tests of Basic Skills 
analyses listed above. 
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INFORMATION SOURCES I 





INrUHMAI IUN 


DftDIII ATlflM 
rUrULAI IUN 


tVAL UUtOi 


nATC 


AMAI VClC 

ANALiolo 


DCIIADLfO 

HtMAHKo 




SOURCE 




REFERENCED 


COLLECTED 


TECHNIQUES 




6. 


California Achievement 


Migrant students served by 


D2-1, D2-3, tt, 


October-Dec, 


Frequency distributions of 






Testa (1978) 


a Migrant teacher In 


117, 118, 119, 


1980 


gains (pre and post). A 






4 111 1 II 1 . 

grades 7-12 who did not 


120 




variety of other statisti- 








have an achievement test 






cal techniques will be used. 








score from the spring of 














1980~pretest makeups. Ml 














migrant students in grades 














7-12 served by a Migrant 














teacher-poflttest. 










7. 


Sequential Teste of 


Migrant students in grades 


D24, DM..H, 

tern m § w j T p 


March 31, 1981 


Frequency distribution and 


Data collected by System- 




Educational Progress 


9-12. 


117, 110, 119... 




a a variety of other 


wide Testing. 










Ami liiflin Artlmi /Iliad 

anaiysio tecnniques. 




8, 


Migrant Teacher Inter- 


All migrant teachers 


DM, DI-7, DI-8, 


October, 


Content coding 






vIau. fall 

lull 




D2-5. D2-6, D2-7, 


November 1981 












DM, D4-5, D5-2, 








9, 


Levels of Use Interview 


All Migrant and Title I 


D5-4 


January, 1981 


Content Coding and Levels 








pre*K teachers 


Dl-6 




of Use Analysis 




10. 


Migrant Teacher 


All migrant teachers 


DH, Dl-7, DH, 


March, April 


Content coding 






Questionnaire 




D2-5, P2-6, P2-7, 


1981 












D3-5, D4-5, D5-2, 








11. 


Migrant Nurse Interview, 




m 

111 

% * R 


October, 1980 


Content coding 






fall 


Migrant Nurse 














D3:4, D3-5 








12. 


Migrant Nurse Interview, 


Migrant Nurse 


D3-*. D3-5 


March, 1981 


Content coding 






spring 














* * * 








13. 


Migrant Parental In- 


Parental Involvement 


DM, D4-5 


February, 1981 


Content coding 






volvement Specialist 


Specialist 








and Community Repre- 


Community Representatives 












sentative Interview 














VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVAL QUES 
REFERENCED 


DATE 

Mini in 

COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 


It* Migrant Coordinator 
and HSRTS Clerk Inter- 
view, Fall 


Migrant Coordinator 
MSRTS Clerk 


H DW, D2-5, 
32-6. DW, D5-1, 
35-2, D5-4 


October, 1980 


Content Coding 




15. Migrant Coordinator 
and HSRTS Clerk Inter- 
view, Spring 


Migrant Coordinator 
HSRTS Clerk 


DM, DM, D2-5, 
32-6, DA-5, DM, 
35-2, D5-4 


March, 1981 


Content Coding 




16* Early Childhood 
Coordinator Interview, 
. Fall 


Early Childhood Coordi- 
nator 


)H, Dl-7 


October, 1980 






17, Early Childhood 
Coordinator Interview, 
Spring 


Early Childhood Coordi- 
nator 


)W, Dl-7 


March, 1981 






18. Pre-Klndergarten Longi- 
tudinal File 


Achievement data on 
former migrant pre-K 
students 


)H 


April, 1981 


Analysis of covarlance and 
other analyses to be 
determined. 




19. Pre-Klndergarten Obser- 
vations 


All Migrant and Title I 
pre-K teachers 


Dl-5 


November, 1980 


Frequency distributions. 
Other analyses to be 
determined. 




20. Migrant Student Master 
File 


All Migrant students 


*-2, 11, 13, 14 


August, 1980 
through May, 
1981 


Frequency distribution by 
school and grade. Merging 
with achievement test 
files to obtain migrant 
student achievement data. 
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VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVALQUES. 
REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 


21. Student 
Master File 


All A.I.S.D. students 


DM, 15 


September, 
I960 through 
Hay, 1981 


Frequency distributions of 
migrant students who are 
Berved by other compensa- 
tory programs, are bussed 
for desegregation, and are 
Limited English Proficiency 
students. 




22. Migrant Student 
Attendance Form 


All migrant students 
served by a migrant 
teacher. 


Dl-3, D2-2, D2-3, 
110, 111, 112, 
113, 114 


August, 1980 
through May, 
1981 


Frequency distirbutions 
by six-weeks periods. 
Comparisons by grade and 
by type of instruction. 




23, District Attendance 
Records 


All A.I.S.D. students 


DM 


August, 1980 
through May, 
1981 


Frequency Tallies 




24. FAC Data 


Not Applicable 


DM, DM, 
DM, DM, 1-13 


August, 1980 
through April, 
1981 


Inspection Tallies 




25. Clothing Requests Form 


All migrant students for 
whom clothing is requested 


DM, DM 


August, 1980 - 
April, 1981 


Frequency Distribution 
Total by month. 




26. Clothing Purchases Form 


All migrant students for 
whom clothing is pur- 
chased. 


DM, DM, 1-6, 
1-12 


August, 1980 - 
April, 1981 


Frequency Distribution 
Total by month. 




27. Health Services Form 


All students served by 
the Migrant Nurse. 


DM, D3-2, D3-3 
16, 112 


August, 1980 - 
April, 1981 


Frequency Distribution 
Total by month 




28. Medical Expenses Form 


All migrant students for 
whom medical expenses 
were paid 


F3-1, D3-2, D3-3, 
16, 112 


August, 1980 - 
April, 1981 


Frequency Distribution 
Total by month. 
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BEST COPY WW 



VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



IllCADII ATI AM 

INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


rUrULAI IUN 


CVMLUUCu* 

REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 

nllnUi vlw 

TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 

■ |aW III Fll 111 V 


29, HSRTS Records 


All migrant students on 


BW, D5-3, 


October, 1980- 


To be determined 






the HSRTS file. 


D5-5 


April, 1981 






30. HSRTS Questionnaire 


Other school districts 


F5-6 


January, 1981 


Content Coding 






with Migrant Programs 
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BEST Iff WUK 



VII 

DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS 



A. Students 



October, 1980 
April, 1981 



Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test : 
Administered to all migrant pre-K 
students . 



October-December , 1980 



October-December , 1980 
March, 1981 



California Achievement Tests (1970) : 
Makeup pretests will be administered 
by migrant teachers to all migrant 
second through sixth graders who do 
not have achievement test scores from 
the spring of 1980. These will be the 
Reading subtests only. 

California Achievement Tests (1978) : 
Makeup pretests will be administered 
by migrant teachers to all migrant 
seventh through twelfth graders who 
do not have achievement test scores 
from the spring of 1980. Migrant 
teachers will administer the Reading 
Subtests in March to the students in 
grades 7-12 whom they have served 
during the school year. 



Teachers 



October, November, 1980 



January, 1981 



Migrant Teacher Interview - fall : 
The interview will be conducted by 
the Migrant Evaluator with all the 
Migrant teachers. Approximately 
one-half hour of time will be 
required for each interview. 

Levels of Use Interview: The interview 
will be conducted by the Migrant Evalu- 
ator with all the Migrant and Title I 
pre-K teachers. Approximately one-half 
hour of time will be required for each 
interview. 
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VII 

DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS 



March, April, 1981 



November, 1980 - 
April, 1981 



August, 1980 - May, 1981 



B . Teachers (continued) 

3. Migrant Teacher Questionnaire - spying : 
The questionnaires will be sent to all 
Migrant teachers. It will take 10 to 20 
minutes to complete. 

4. Pre-K Classroom Observations: 
Approximately 93 full-day observations 
will be conducted in Migrant and Title I 
pre-K classrooms. Eight observations 
will be conducted in each Migrant pre-K 
classroom and three observations will be 
conducted in each Title I pre-K classroom. 

5. Migrant Student Attendance Forms: 

To be completed daily by the Migrant 
teachers and returned to the Migrant 
evaluator at the end of each six weeks. 



ERLC 
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EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 


EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 


Information Sources 
1. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 


- 


1.0 


5 


10 




2 


2. Boehm Test 


- 


.5 


1 


10 




1 


3. Metropolitan Readiness Tests 


— 


1.0 


1 


5 




„ 


4. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 




1.0 


5 


10 




5 


5. California Achievement Tests (1970) 


- 


.5 


4 


5 




1.5 


6. California Achievement Tests (1978) 


- 


1.0 


7 


10 


- 


2.5 


7. Sequential Tests of Educational 
Progress 


- 


.5 


3 


7 


_ 


2 


8, Migrant Teacher Interview, fall 




.25 


7 






2 


9. Levels of Use Interview 


- 


.25 


5 




- 


2 


L0. Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 




.25 


3 






2 


LI. Migrant Nurse Interview, fall 






.5 






.5 ' 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 


Willi iiiif An 

EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


nil ft 1 A Ummm I A ft 1 

EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 


Information Sources (continued) 
12. Migrant Nurse Interview, spring 






.5 






.5 


13. Migrant Parental Involvement 

Specialist and Community Representa- 
tive Interviews 




.25 


2 






2 


14. Migrant Coordinator and MSRTS Clerk 
Interview, fall 


mm 


.25 


1 






.5 


15. Migrant Coordinator and MSRTS Clerk 
Interview, spring 




.25 


.5 






.5 


16. Early Childhood Coordinator Interview, 
fall 






.5 






.5 


17. Early Childhood Coordinator Interview, 
spring 


- 


- 


.5 


- 


- 


.5 


18. Pre-Kindergarten longitudinal file 




.5 


2 


5 


- 


- 


19. Pre-Kindergarten Observations 


- 


1.0 


12 


20 


- 


15 


20. Migrant Student Master File 




.5 


10 


55 




20 


21. Student Master File 




1.0 


2 


11 




2 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 


EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


EVALUATION 

ft AftlfhNMl ft ita 

ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 


Information Sources (continued) 
11, Migrant Student Attendance Form 


- 


.50 


8 


15 


- 


20 


J3. District Attendance Records 




.25 


2 


5 




5 


24, PAC Data 


- 


.25 


3 


- 




4 


25, Clothing Requests Form 




- 




1 


- 


2 


26. Clothing Purchases Form 




- 




1 


- 


2 


27. Health Services Form 


- 




1.5 


2 


- 


3 


28, Medical Expenses Form 


- 


• -* 




1 


- 


2 


29. MSRTS Records 




1.5 








2 . 


30. MSRTS Questionnaire 


- 


1.5 


> 




- 


5 


Subtotal of Information Somes 




14 


100 


173 




107 



EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 


EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


EVALUATION 


SECRETARY 






EVALUATOR 






ASSISTANT 




dissemination 














1. Summer School Report 
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